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Apprentice authors of spy stories will find Miles Copeland’s new book & sound
investment, tax deductible as a training expense, and even old hands could prob-
ably pick up a few .pointers. As bonus, Appeuduc c gives you' a do-it-yourself
double-talk code; Affpendix D, a sample system for arranging covert meetings;
and Appendix E, a “one-time pad™ code that Copeland guarantees to be unbreak-

able, Edgar Allan Poe notwithstanding.

. Inone capacny or another, Miles Copeland has been in or near the ‘intelligence

- community” since 0SS days, and he draws amply and engagingly from firsthand
knowledge. To explain what sort of people become *“spies” (agents), for example,
he doesn’t rely on psychological abstractions but tells us the stories of four
Americans whose careers as Soviet agents have been used as case histories in
CIA. training courses. There is “‘Emily,” an attractive but shy lady who, one

spring evening in 1950, met a kindly,
handsome man of about forty whom
we may call ‘Foster.” Emily was per-
sonal assistant to the Assistant Secre-

tary of State. . . . Foster didn’t want -

anything, not even sex, and he took no

-interest whatever in Emily’s job. He
seemed genuinely to enjoy Emily's com-
pany, and he knew all sorts of cozy
little restaurants. . . . Foster, an officer
of the USSR's secret intelligence serv-
fco; was putting Emily through what is
kinown . . . as ‘prerecruitment develop-
ment.'” The second type is ‘the
‘Mickey'—the ‘walk-in’ spy who, be-
cause of special knowledge and experi-
ence was able to get in touch with a
foreign intelligence service . . . without
being spotted.” Then the “Philby"” (this
type name taken from the British ex-
ample)-——"the long-term  agenf,” re-
cruittd in his youth,” and finally, “the
‘Willie'—the spy who is actually work-
ing for one intelligence service but
who, for at least part of his carcer, is
‘led by his ‘principal’ to believe he is
working for another.”

Eunriched and enlivened with such
seasoning of specifics, Copeland’s easy,
readable prose introduces us to the in-
tricacies of esplonage and counterespi-
onage, “residents” and their “stations,”
sneakies and screechies, drops and
“special projects,” their intelligence ap-
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paratus and ours. We become ac-
quainted with CIA’s most hidden cad-
res, such as the jovial Mother, Kingfish,
the Fisherman, Jojo, and Lady Winder-
mere. It is Mother who organized the
Octopus system for the counterterrorist
operation that he runs, and we si_t with
Mother in his office at Langley head-
quarters that *is fitted out as a spacmus
hunting lodge, with beams crossing a
slanting ceiling ... . and a well stocl\cd
bar.” .

1 - :
C OPELAND, however, is not out merely
to inform and enteriain vs. “As I see
the flood of misinformation on spies
and counterspies that is passed out to
the public . . . ¥ become shrongly
tempted to tell all T know on this sub-
ject which has occupied most of my
working life. . . . My knowledge of the
business is from the inside, and it has
been sufficiently across-the-board to
keep me from making the mistakes of
those disgruntled CIA specialists who
left the Agency to write exposés.” The
last phrase indicates what seems to be
the primary, if implicit, purpose of
Without Cloak or Dagger: to defend
CIA against those exposés that have
been given so active a play in the last
few years by book publishers and the
media,

.special
-Therefore the CIA is nec‘.ssary and

Without Cloak or Dagger
By Miles Copeland ;
Simon & Schuster, 351 pp., $8. 95

In short, Copeland has written an in-
formal brief for the CIA. If I were a
cynical type I might wonder whether
his book is a working inslance of a

CIA covert (black or maybe grey) op--

eration of the kind he describes.

Copeland does not state his case sys- .

_ tematically, but it may bs summarized

as follows: 1) We live in a global situ-
ation that includes a) nuclear weapons
that are a continuous and total threat to
our security; &) a number of nations,
principally the Communist nations, or
“Bloc¢” in Copeland®s usual phrase, that
are busically hostile and are actively
implementing their hostility by many
kinds of clandestine, subversive, and
revolutionary as well as conventional
means; and ¢) powerful, growing, znd
suthless terrorist groups opeiating
across as well as within national bound-
aries. 2) Conventional police and mili-
tary methods are inadequate for de~
fense under these given conditions. 3)
We must have a further defense mecha-
nism able fo use unconventional and
when necessary clandestine means fo

get the information we require about -

what is going on and to carry out
types of counteraction. 4)

justified.

I find the three premises convincing.
I am afraid, however, that Copeland
does not quite. mzke the jump to the
conclusion in & manner sofficient to
answer all the allegations made by the
disgruntled. To say that a central intel
Hgence agency, or something of the
sort, is necessary and justified—which
does follow from the premises-——is not
the same thing as to say, as Copaland
does, that our present CIA. is in ol
respects just what the doctor ordered.
He overstates his case, really. He does
not make a single criticism of the
Agency, its personnel, or any of iis
operations. *Through all the Agency's
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